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view, the one, in which he conceives thought as starting from first causes, the most universal objects of knowledge, and descending to particulars ; the other, in which thought starts from the individual objects, and predicates of them by apprehension of their properties? The antithesis is no accidental one ; on the contrary, it is the governing idea of his Logic, with its ascending process or Induction, and its descending process or Syllogism. Was thought a mere process in an unmeaning circle, the * upward and downward wayJ of Plato ?
As to this we may answer first that while formally Aristotle displays much the same * dualism1 or unreconciled separation of the 'thing' and the c idea' as Plato, his practical sense and his scientific instincts led him to occupy himself largely not with either the empty ' thing' or the equally empty * idea/ but with the true individuals, which are at the same time the true universals, namely, real objects as known, having, so far as they are known, certain forms or categories under which you can class them, having, so far as they are not yet fully known, a certain raw material for further inquiry through observation. In this way Thought and Matter, instead of being in eternal and irreconcilable antagonism as the Real jindthe.. Unreal, become parts of the same reality, the first summing up the knowledge of things already attained, the second symbolising the infinite